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SENATOR  FROM  UTAH. 


T have  never  taken  any  oath  or  obligation,  religious  or  otherwise, 
which  conflicts  in  the  slightest  degree  with  my  duty  as  a Senator  or 
as  a citizen.  I owe  no  allegiance  to  any  church  or  other  organiza- 
tion which  in  any  way  interferes  with  my  supreme  allegiance  in 
civil  affairs  to  my  country — an  allegiance  which  I freely,  fully,  and 
gladly  give. 
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HON.  REED  SMOOT, 
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SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 


Tuesday,  February  19, 1907. 
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WASHINGTON. 

1907. 


SPEECH 


OF 

II 01.  REED  SMOOT. 


The  Senate  having  under  consideration  the  following,  resolu- 
tion— 

Resolved . That  Reed  Smoot  is  not  entitled  to  a seat  as  a Senator  of 
the  United  States  fropi  the  State  of  Utah — 

Mr.  SMOOT  said : 

Mr.  President  : In  what  I shall  say  to  the  Senate  I do  not  in- 
tend to  analyze  the  voluminous  testimony  taken  before  the  com- 
mittee or  to  make  an  argument  thereon.  The  greater  part  of 
this  testimony  has  been  before  the  Senate  for  more  than  two 
years,  and  all  of  it  for  nearly  one  year.  It  has  been  fully  argued 
by  the  distinguished  Senators  who  have  already  spoken  upon 
this  question. 

My  own  testimony,  covering  more  than  125  pages  of  the 
record,  is  before  you,  and  I do  not  feel  that  I should  trespass 
upon  your  time  by  indulging  in  any  extended  discussion.  In- 
deed, I should  have  been  content  to  submit  the  case  upon  the 
record  and  speeches  made  by  others,  without  saying  anything 
myself  at  all,  except  that  there  are  certain  matters  which  can 
be  known  only  to  myself;  and  I think  that  the  Senate  is  en- 
titled to  a frank  statement  from  me  as  to  my  personal  attitude 
respecting  those  matters.  The  Senate  is  entitled  to  know  my 
personal  attitude  upon  the  subject  of  polygamy  and  upon  the 
subject  of  loyalty  to  this  Government.  Upon  these  two  matters 
I shall  express  myself  briefly,  but  with  entire  candor. 

First,  I desire  to  state,  as  I have  repeatedly  heretofore  stated, 
•to  the  Senate  and  to  the  country  that  I am  not  and  never  have 
been  a polygamist.  I never  have  had  but  one  wife,  and  she  is 
my  present  wife,  and  I deem  it  proper  to  further  state  that  I 
have  never  taught  polygamy. 

There  has  been  a more  or  less  prevalent  opinion  that  the  doc- 
trine of  polygamy  was  obligatory  upon  the  members  of  the  Mor- 
mon Church,  whereas,  in  truth  and  fact,  no  such  obligatory 
doctrine  has  ever  existed.  The  revelation  concerning  polygamy, 
as  originally  made  and  as  always  interpreted,  is  permissible, 
and  not  mandatory.  As  a matter  of  fact,  only  a small  percent- 
age of  the  adherents  of  that  faith  have  ever  been  polygamists. 
The  vast  majority  of  the  adult  members  of  the  church,  from  its 
foundation  to  the  present  time,  have  been  monogamists. 

The  Mormon  people,  however,  regarded  this  doctrine,  although 
pen  u il  le  in  character,  as  part  of  their  religious  faith,  and 
when  the  law  was  passed  denouncing  its  practice  the  execution 
of  the  law  was  resisted  on  the  ground  that  it  was  unconstitu- 
tional as  being  an  interference  with  their  religious  liberty. 
Appeals  were  taken  to  the  highest  courts  of  the  land,  every 
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phase  of  the  subject  was  tested  in  the  courts,  and  the  law  was 
upheld.  Then  the  church  adopted  the  manifesto  against  polyg- 
amy, which  was  ratified  by  the  general  conference  of  the  people, 
and  thereupon  the  practice  of  polygamy  for  the  future  was 
abandoned. 

This  manifesto,  adopted  in  1890,  discontinuing  plural  mar- 
riages, has  been  presented  and  discussed  in  church  conferences 
repeatedly,  sent  out  in  the  church  book,  The  Articles  of  Faith, 
and  in  many  other  publications  issued  by  the  church,  such  as 
text-books  for  the  various  quorums,  manuals  for  the  mutual 
improvement  associations,  Sunday  schools,  primaries,  confer- 
ence proceedings,  etc.,  and  in  that  way  has  been  much  more 
widely  circulated  than  the  original  revelation  on  marriage. 
Consequently  its  text,  tenor,  and  purpose  in  prohibiting  mar- 
riages violative  of  law  are  known  to  every  member  of  the  church 
in  every  part  of  the  world. 

But  the  practice  which  had  prevailed  in  the  period  previous 
to  1890  left  a heritage  for  the  succeeding  period  that  was  a 
grave  problem.  There  were  in  1890  about  2,451  male  members 
of  the  Mormon  Church  who  had  polygamous  families.  That 
these  were  placed  in  a position  of  difficulty  was  recognized  bj 
all  who  were  familiar  with  conditions.  The  present  conditions 
in  reference  to  polygamous  cohabitation  have  grown  out  of  past 
conditions,  and  both  must  be  considered  together  to  fully  under- 
stand the  toleration  exercised  by  most  of  the  people  of  Utah, 
Mormon  and  non-Mormon  alike. 

The  status  of  the  men  who  had  entered  into  the  plural  mar- 
riage relation  before  the  issuance  of  the  manifesto  had  bees 
fixed  before  that  time.  There  was  no  power  in  the  church  or 
in  the  law  to  change  that  existing  fact.  What  had  been  done 
had  been  irrevocably  done.  The  only  question  was  as  to  the 
future.  What  should  be  the  attitude  of  the  people  toward  the 
future  relations  of  those  who  had  entered  into  the  polygamous 
status  before  the  manifesto?  This  problem  was  a serious  and 
perplexing  one. 

At  that  time  all  the  machinery  of  the  courts  in  the  Territory 
was  in  the  hands  of  non-Mormon  officials  who  had  been  vigor- 
ous in  the  prosecution  of  polygamous  relationships.  These 
recognized  the  vexed  nature  of  the  situation  and  extended  the 
olive  branch,  as  it  were.  As  a relief  in  this  dilemma  came  an 
exercise  of  forbearance  on  the  part  of  prosecuting  officers.  The 
three  assistant  United  States  district  attorneys  for  that  period 
were  E.  B.  Critchlow,  Frank  B.  Stephens,  and  William  M.  Mc- 
Carty. Judge  McCarty  was  inclined  to  continue  prosecutions  in 
some  cases,  but  the  United  States  district  attorney  refused  to 
allow  his  accounts  therefor  and  he  ceased.  Mr.  Critchlow 
was  the  writer  of  the  principal  protest  in  this  case  and  one  of 
its  signers.  All  of  these  and  other  Government  prosecuting 
officers  testified  before  the  committee  to  the  cessation  of  prose- 
cutions against  then  existing  polygamous  relations,  and  of  the 
general  sentiment  among  the  non-Mormon  population  that  that 
was  the  best  and  quickest  way  to  get  rid  of  the  whole  question — 
to  let  the  old-time  relations  naturally  end  in  death.  There  was 
a general  acquiescence  by  the  people,  both  Mormon  and  non- 
Mormon,  in  this  method  of  solving  the  problem.  And  this 
method  is  working  out  a complete  and  final  solution. 

At  the  time  the  manifesto  was  adopted  there  were  2,451  polyg- 
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unions  households  in  the  church.  Careful  statistics  hare  been 
taken  and  preserved,  and  will  be  found  in  the  testimony,  which 
show  that  this  number  has  gradually  decreased  until  there  was 
at  the  time  the  testimony  closed  not  to  exceed  500  such  house- 
holds in  existence. 

There  are  twenty-six  general  authorities  of  the  Mormon 
Church,  including  the  first  presidency,  patriarch,  apostles,  first 
council  of  seventies,  and  presiding  bishopric.  In  1890  this  list 
of  officials  was  composed  of  twenty-three  polygamists  and  three 
monogamists. 

The  first  presidency  and  council  of  apostles,  prior  to  my  se- 
lection as  an  apostle  in  1900,  was  composed  of  ten  polygamists 
and  five  monogamists.  In  190G  these  same  quorums  comprised 
five  polygamists  and  ten  monogamists.  Of  the  fourteen  general 
authorities  chosen  since  1890,  only  two  were  polygamists,  the 
other  twelve  being  monogamists. 

Of  the  seven  apostles  chosen  since  April,  1900,  when  I was 
named,  only  one  was  a polygamist,  the  other  six  being  monoga- 
mists. The  only  polygamist  chosen  an  apostle  since  1S97  is 
now  75  years  of  age,  and  entered  into  that  relationship  before 
the  manifesto.  At  the  time  of  his  selection  as  an  apostle  his 
youngest  child  was  22  years  of  age.  He  has  been  a member  of 
the  church  for  over  half  a century,  performing  faithful  and  dis- 
tinguished church  service  during  most  of  this  long  period.  It 
was  on  account  of  his  long,  faithful  service  that  I voted  for  him 
to  be  an  apostle.  Nothing  would  have  induced  me  to  have  voted 
for  him  if  he  had  been  guilty  of  taking  a plural  wife  since  the 
manifesto. 

Of  the  96  members  of  presidencies  of  “stakes”  (ecclesiastical 
subdivisions)  in  1890,  47,  or  about  one-half,  were  polygamists. 
Of  165  such  prominent  church  officials  in  1906 — the  increase  in 
number  being  because  of  the  creation  of  new  “ stakes  ”■ — only 
16,  or  less  than  10  per  cent,  were  polygamists. 

But,  Mr.  President,  it  is  claimed  that  there  have  been  new 
cases  of  polygamous  marriage  since  the  manifesto,  and  this 
presents  altogether  a different  question. 

I have  no  hesitation,  Mr.  President,  in  declaring  to  the  Sen- 
ate and  to  the  American  people  that,  in  my  opinion,  any  man 
who  has  married  a polygamous  wife  since  the  manifesto  should 
be  prosecuted,  and  if  convicted,  should  suffer  the  penalties  of 
the  law ; and  I care  not  who  the  man  might  be  or  what  position 
he  might  hold  in  the  church,  he  should  receive  the  punishment 
pronounced  by  the  law  against  his  crime. 

The  testimony  taken  before  the  committee  tends  to  show  that 
there  have  been  some  polygamous  marriages  since  the  manifesto. 
I believe  sincerely,  Mr.  President,  that  such  cases  have  been 
rare.  They  have  not  received  the  sanction  or  the  encourage- 
ment of  the  church.  They  have  been  sporadic  and  not  syste- 
matic in  their  occurrence. 

In  respect  to  the  thoroughness  of  the  search  made  by  the  com- 
mittee for  such  violations  of  the  law,  a witness  before  the  com- 
mittee testified  that  he  had  been  employed  since  1898  in  hunting 
down  such  cases ; that  he  “ had  undoubtedly  the  closest  informa- 
tion possible”  on  this  matter.  This  witness  gathered  and  pre- 
sented all  the  rumors,  intimations,  and  suspicions  he  could  dis- 
cover of  new  polygamous  relations  in  the  United  States,  Canada, 
Mexico,  or  elsewhere,  and  the  whole  number  thus  suggested , 
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though  not  proved ,.  is  less  than  an  average  of  two  cases  for  each 
year  since  the  manifesto  in  all  these  communities,  numbering 
over  300,000  people. 

In  most  of  the  cases  where  rumor  attached  to  persons  a viola- 
tion of  the  law,  such  persons  are  and  have  been  fugitives  from 
justice,  and  the  alleged  marriages  have  none  of  them  been 
charged  to  have  occurred  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States.  In  but  one  instance  was  there  direct  proof  of  the  plural 
marriage,  and  this,  it  was  testified,  occurred  in  Mexico,  where 
the  parties,  after  importuning  an  apostle  then  in  charge  of  the 
Mexican  mission  to  marry  them  and  being  refused,  went  75 
miles  to  another  apostle,  who  was  visiting  the  mission,  and,  as 
far  as  the  testimony  shows  (the  apostle  is  dead),  without  his 
Jcnowlcdge  that  there  was  a previous  marriage  and  a living  wife 
of  the  man,  secured  his  consent  to  marry  them. 

If  any  of  these  cases,  resting  as  they  do  at  the  present  time 
upon  rumor  and  suspicion,  are  actually  cases  of  attempted  as- 
sumption of  polygamous  relations,  such  attempt  is  not  only 
without  the  sanction  and  approval  of  the  Mormon  Church,  but 
is  in  the  face  of,  and  in  defiance  of,  its  most  solemn  protest  and 
admonition. 

The  forbearance  displayed  toward  old  relations  does  not  apply 
to  persons  who  might  seek  to  form  new  relations ; toward  the 
latter  there  is  the  most  determined  hostility  and  aversion. 

The  Mormon  Church  has  stopped  plural  marriages,  and  no 
polygamous  relation  assumed  subsequent  to  1890  is  wTith  the 
permission,  sanction,  or  approval  of  the  church ; that  is  final 
and  fixed.  Every  such  violation  of  the  law  has  the  express  con- 
demnation of  the  church.  The  manifesto  of  1890  was  submitted 
to  and  approved  by  the  conference  of  the  church — which  means 
by  the  body  of  the  members  of  the  church — and  it  remains  the 
law  of  the  church,  binding  upon  every  officer  thereof,  however 
high.  It  can  not  be  repealed,  modified,  or  suspended  except  by 
the  same  power  that  enacted  it. 

Reference  has  been  made  to  an  alleged  treasonable  obligation 
which  it  is  sought  to  claim  is  a part  of  the  Mormon  endowment 
ceremonies.  The  Senate  will  understand  that  these  ceremonies 
are  of  a sacred  character  to  those  participating  in  them  and 
are  therefore  not  divulged.  They  were  instituted  in  the  Mor- 
mon Church  by  Joseph  Smith,  some  time  prior  to  his  death,  and 
are  yet  given  as  part  of  the  temple  ceremonies ; being  of  a re- 
ligious, spiritual  character,  they  are  for  the  living  and  for  the 
dead,  a part  of  the  Mormon  belief  being  vicarious  performance 
of  ordinances  and  ceremonies. 

There  does  not  exist  in  the  endowment  ceremonies  of  the 
Mormon  Church  the  remotest  suggestion  of  hostility  or  of  an- 
tagonism to  the  United  States  or  to  any  other  nation.  They  are 
of  a purely  religious  nature,  wholly  between  the  person  taking 
them  and  his  God,  and,  as  with  the  ritual  of  various  fraternal 
organizations,  regarded  as  sacred  and  secret. 

Comment  has  been  made  on  the  fact  that  upon  one  occasion, 
before  the  year  1890.  a single  district  judge  in  Utah — one  of 
four  such  judges,  Judge  T.  J.  Anderson — refused  to  naturalize 
several  Mormons  because  of  an  alleged  endowment  oath.  But 
your  attention  was  not  then  called  to  the  significant  fact,  shown 
by  undisputed  testimony  before  the  committee,  that  not  only 
did  the  other  judges  not  agree  with  him,  but  that  within  a 
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mouth  after  rendering  the  decision  referred  to  the  same  judge 
admitted  to  citizenship  Mormons  who  had  received  the  endow- 
ment ceremonies,  and  he  never  again  refused  them. 

It  is  also  significant  that  this  decision  was  rendered  in  Salt 
Lake  City  shortly  before  an  important  and  bitterly  contested 
municipal  election — the  contest  being  between  pro-Mormon  and 
anti-Mormon  parties.  And  never  again  during  the  six  years 
before  Utah  was  admitted  as  a State  was  it  attempted  to  prevent 
the  naturalization  of  a Mormon  on  these  grounds. 

Adverting  to  the  religious  and  spiritual  character  of  those 
ceremonies,  it  is  conceded  that  such  character  in  ceremonies 
often  has  an  influence  on  the  conscience  and  conduct  of  the  per- 
sons concerned.  There  is  not  a solitary  instance  where  that 
influence  in  the  endowment  ceremonies  has  been  displayed  in 
an  act  of  hostility  to  the  Government.  If  any  effect  has  been 
wielded,  it  has  been  for  the  most  devoted  loyalty  to  our  own 
nation. 

The  application  in  this  respect,  as  to  the  loyalty  of  the  Mor- 
mon people,  can  be  brought  home  readily  by  an  illustration 
within  our  own  knowledge.  We  will  pass  by  the  incident  of  the 
Mormon  exiles  from  Nauvoo  furnishing  a battalion  for  the 
United  States  Army  in  the  war  with  Mexico ; the  action  of  the 
Utah  pioneers  in  raising  the  American  flag  in  the  Salt  Lake 
Valley  when  that  was  Mexican  soil ; the  fidelity  of  Utah  to  the 
Union  during  the  civil  war.  Come  to  the  period  of  the  Spanish- 
American  war  and  the  insurrection  in  the  Philippines — all 
within  our  personal  recollection. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  grateful  to  the  men  who,  on  the  field  of 
battle,  offer  their  lives,  a noble  sacrifice  for  the  honor  of  the 
nation  and  the  glory  of  the  flag.  Whether  they  pass  unscathed 
amid  the  storms  of  shot  and  shell  to  ultimate  victory ; whether 
they  return  with  maimed  and  scarred  bodies ; or  whether  they 
meet  the  angel  of  death  in  facing  their  country’s  foe,  we  give 
to  them  unstinted  praise  for  their  heroism  which  has  made  the 
American  flag  respected  in  every  nation  upon  the  globe  and  has 
placed  our  own  America  the  foremost  of  earth’s  Governments  in 
maintaining  the  sacred  principles  of  freedom  and  human  rights. 
Such  actions  on  the  part  of  American  soldiers  are  a proof  of 
fidelity,  of  loyalty,  that  is  beyond  controversy;  and  well  it 
may  be. 

The  State  of  Utah  came  into  the  Union  eleven  years  ago. 

Scarce  two  years  had  passed  when  there  appeared  on  our  na- 
tional horizon  the  cloud  of  war  with  Spain.  You  all  know  the 
causes  and  the  results.  When  the  nation’s  chief,  the  late 
President  McKinley,  called  for  volunteers  to  uphold  the  honor 
and  dignity  of  the  American  flag  in  the  struggle  which  was  at 
hand,  Utah  was  neither  last  nor  least  in  the  ranks  of  patriotic 
response.  Side  by  side,  shoulder  to  shoulder,  with  every  other 
State  in  the  Union,  she  furnished  her  full  quota  of  American 
soldiers  and  offered  more. 

There  was  no  question  of  religious  distinction  or  dispute  then. 
The  Utah  Light  Artillery  was  composed  of  men  cf  differing  re- 
ligious beliefs,  including  orthodox  Mormons  who  had  partaken 
of  their  church  rites  known  as  the  “ endowment  ceremonies.” 
Maj.  Richard  W.  Young,  the  commanding  officer  of  the  Utah 
Light  Artillery,  was  one  of  these.  Sergt.  Harry  A.  Young  and 
others  who  gave  up  their  lives  for  the  flag  were  of  this  number. 
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And  in  so  far  as  these  endowment  ceremonies  may  have  relation 
to  this  Government,  an  unreserved  and  indisputably  accurate 
interpretation  is  given  by  the  record  of  the  Mormons  mustered 
into  the  Utah  Light  Artillery,  which  served  in  the  war  with 
Spain  and  during  the  subsequent  Philippine  insurrection.  No 
man  has  a right  to  question  that  interpretation ; no  true  Amer- 
ican will  do  it ; it  is  inscribed  in  letters  of  fire  by  the  history  of 
many  a battlefield. 

It  is  not  my  province  to  describe  the  operations  of  the  Utah 
Light  Artillery  in  the  Philippine  Islands  during  1S98  and  1899. 
There  is  no  hint  or  suggestion  on  my  part  that  they  were  better 
than  any  other  organization.  They  were  the  same  as  the  men 
from  Pennsylvania,  California,  or  the  States  of  the  mountains 
and  the  plains.  The  reports  of  the  commanding  general  have  an 
oft-repeated  expression : 

As  usual,  tlie  Utah  battery  did  most  excellent  service. 

A high  meed  of  praise  has  been  given  to  all  those  Army  organ- 
izations which  fought  successfully  through  the  Philippine  cam- 
paign, and  it  was  well  deserved.  Like  the  organizations  from 
other  States,  the  Utah  Light  Artillery  had  its  losses.  The  fre- 
quent official  report  was : 

These  casualties  occurred  while  serving  their  guns. 

In  the  face  of  an  accusation  of  an  “ oath  of  hostility,”  what 
is  the  reply  of  those  men  of  the  Utah  Light  Artillery  wiio 
had  received  of  the  Mormon  Church  endowment  ceremonies?  It 
is  given  in  the  roar  of  battle  at  Malate,  before  Manila  came  into 
possession  of  our  troops ; at  Caloocan,  when  the  Filipino  insur- 
rection burst  forth  in  its  fury ; along  the  Pasig,  searching  out 
the  ambuscades  of  a fierce  and  bloodthirsty  foe;  in  the  personal 
privation,  the  nerve-racking  strain  of  scores  of  hard-fought 
engagements,  and  the  unswerving  loyalty  of  those  American 
soldiers,  who  never  shrank  from  duty  or  wavered  in  the  face 
of  the  enemy ; it  is  given  in  the  mutilated  anc!  lifeless  remains 
of  those  brave  boys  whom  our  Government  brought  back  home 
to  Utah,  to  be  placed  at  rest  by  their  loving  relatives  and  friends. 
And  here  in  the  Senate  of  their  countrymen,  upon  the  incontro- 
vertible witness  borne  by  the  brave  survivors  and  the  heroic 
dead  of  the  Utah  Light  Artillery,  I hurl  back  the  charge  of  the 
defamer  that  there  ever  was  a word  or  breath  of  hostility  or 
disloyalty  in  the  sacred  religious  ceremonies  which  they  or 
any  other  persons  participated  in  as  members  of  the  Mormon 
Church. 

It  is  not  an  infrequent  occurrence,  Mr.  President,  for  some- 
body, often  a person  of  prominence,  to  come  out  with  a declara- 
tion that  this  or  the  other  thing  is  “ menacing  ” the  life  of  the 
Republic ; that  we  are  following*  the  path  which  brought  ancient 
world  powers  to  decay ; that  our  wealth,  our  industrial  combina- 
tions, our  free  speech,  are  crowding  the  nation  to  destruction. 
Notwithstanding  all  these  dire  predictions,  none  of  which  is  more 
absurd  than  the  myth  of  Mormon  “ hierarchial  ” domination,  the 
American  Union  is  going  to  stand.  It  will  continife  a free  and 
enlightened  Government.  It  is  founded  on  the  popular  will  of  a 
liberty-loving  people.  It  discusses  its  public  questions  and  de- 
cides them  according  to  rules  of  tolerance,  humanity,  and  jus- 
tice. It  is  builded  on  the  undying  principles  of  human  rights 
and  human  freedom.  As  such  it  will  advance.  It  will  grow. 
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It  will  increase.  It  will  progress.  No  other  nation  will  pre- 
vail against  it.  It  has  the  favor  of  God  and  the  gratitude  of 
its  own  people  to  perpetuate  it  along  the  centuries  to  come,  as 
they  have  maintained  it  in  the  century  that  is  past. 

Those  who  lament  its  possible  overthrow  or  shiver  in  appre- 
hension at  its  being  swept  away  will  not  live  long  enough  to 
view  as  a reality  the  fancied  cause  of  their  lamentations  and 
apprehensions,  nor  will  their  children  or  their  children’s  chil- 
dren. The  Government  of  the  United  States  is  here  to  stay 
and  to  win  over  every  obstacle.  And  so  far  as  I am  concerned, 
I formally  and  solemnly  aver  that  in  every  vote  and  action 
as  United  States  Senator  I shall  be  governed  in  the  future,  as  I 
have  been  in  the  past,  only  by  my  convictions  of  what  is  best 
for  the  whole  people  of  the  United  States,  under  my  oath  to 
support  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  this  nation. 

In  closing,  let  me  say,  under  my  obligation  as  a Senator  that 
what  I have  said  under  oath  before  the  committee,  that  I have 
never  taken  any  oath  or  obligation,  religious  or  otherwise,  which 
conflicts  in  the  slightest  degree  with  my  duty  as  a Senator  or 
as  a citizen.  I owe  no  allegiance  to  any  church  or  other  organ- 
ization which  in  any  way  interferes  with  my  supreme  alle- 
giance in  civil  affairs  to  my  country — an  allegiance  which  I 
freely,  fully,  and  gladly  give. 
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